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Claim 86 has been rejected under 35 bi.S.C. 103(b) a* hemp unpatentable over Brown 
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the Brown razor -'by having the ramming blade be oriented in a direction away from the top 
surface, so that the user would have multiple options when positioning the razor." Applicants 
respectfully disagree, tor several reasons. 
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the Brown razor t include a trimming blade, which is not conceded, the artisan would have beers, 
aware that such a modification would change the razor geometry and potentially compromise the 
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Conclusion 
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